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Think Theism lectures are supported by Ratio Christi @ 
Texas A&M, but the opinions represented herein do not 
necessarily reflect the beliefs or values of Ratio Christi. 
This content is presented to encourage discussion and 
critical thought about challenging questions. 
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fs Christian Belief Warrantediai 
Without Evidence? 


An introduction to Reformed Epistemology 





True or False 


It is wrong to believe anything without sufficient 
evidence. 








True or False 


It is wrong to believe in God without sufficient 
evidence. 





The Crucial Question 





1. Itis irrational to believe in God without 
sufficient evidence. 


2. There is no evidence for God. 


3. Therefore, theistic belief is irrational 





The Crucial Question 





1. Itis irrational to believe in God without 
sufficient evidence. 


2. There is no evidence for God. 


3. Therefore, theistic belief is irrational 





The Structure of Classical Apologetics 





1. Does God Exist? 


a. 
b. 
e 
d. 
е. 


Ї. 


The Cosmological Argument 
The Teleological Argument 
The Axiological Argument 
The Free Will Defence 
Skeptical Theism 

Theodicy 


2. Is Christianity True? 


a. 
b. 


С. 


Arguments from Miracles 
Historicity of Jesus 


Evidence for the Resurrection 









Historical Arguments for 
Christianity 





Responding to 
Atheological Objections 





Natural Theology 
Arguments for God 


The Crucial Question 









It is irrational to believe in God without 
sufficient evidence. 






2. There is no evidence for God. 


3. Therefore, theistic belief is irrational 
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Overview 









Plantinga is taking aim at an objection to Christian belief 
which says it is irrational to be Christian, irrespective оғ: 
whether its actually true. Plantinga says the the 
argument presupposes a view of epistemology known as | 
classical foundationalism. So, Plantinga's Шш. IS | 


(i) object to this form of foundationalism 

B) propose a new epistemology i in hes place " 
Ш defend that epistemology 
tiv) apply new epistemology to Christian belief. and : ' 


(v) show Christian belief IS rational 
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Background - "Reformed Epistemology” | 











К; ‘Developed by Alvin Plantinga Ах 
о Опе of the most influential philosophers of the 
| 20th century _ | | 
o Known for his work on the problem of evil, | 
| epistemology, metaphysics, theistic arguments E 
one. iain: the modern field of "mes | 


ө “Pubusheds in a Trilogy | 
o Warrant The Current Debate (1993). 
. o. Warrant and Proper Function (1993) | 

o .Warranted Christian Belief (2000) 
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Epistemology - the study of how we know things 
Knowledge - true belief + magic sauce 


Warrant - the magic sauce for knowledge 






Rational - you haven’t made any reasoning errors 


Basic Belief - a belief that is not inferred from 
others 


Properly Basic - a belief that is not inferred from 
others AND it’s okay — 


Evidence - Evidence for or against p is, roughly, any 
information relevant to the truth or falsity of p. 


н x ж. : 
| A 
- => РЕЯ 
p! 





Introduction 





Is Christian belief justified, rational, and 
warranted? 


What is knowledge and warrant? 


What is the criteria for warrant? 
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Questions. | . Model Саве5бшау. -= God 
. ` Classical ` Е-е . Knowledge, Basic. | Б How does Christianity . Does God provide a 
Foundationalism, . Beliefs, and Reformed - ; fit the model? . ` good foundation? 


- Evidentialism, and De. MUN Epistemology 
Jure,Objections. | | pm 












Questions. | Mode | "Саве Study | 2 God 


s ` Classical ` | | Knowledge, Basic | kw How does Christianity Does God provide a 
Foundationalism, Beliefs, and Reformed = fit the mode? . — good foundation? 
Evidentialism, and De - 


Epistemology 
Jure,Objections. p. 


“De Jure" Objections 











“Religion is the process of unconscious wish 
fulfillment, where, for certain people, if the 
process did not take place it would put them in 
self-danger of coming to mental harm, being 
unable to cope with the idea of a godless, 
purposeless life” -Sigmund Freud 







“It is wrong always, 
everywhere, and for 
anyone to believe 
anything on 
insufficient evidence.’ 
- W.K. Clifford 













“Religion is the sigh of the 
oppressed creature, the heart 
of a heartless world, just as it 
is the spirit of a spiritless 

situation. It is the opium of the 
people." - Karl Marx 













Whata do eee statements | 
have | In common? — TN 
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What do eee statements 
have | in common? TM | 


. Belief in God is irrational — . 
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Classical Foundationalism 





e Beliefs formed on the basis of insufficient 
evidence are irrational??? 


ө Not quite; this would lead to an infinite 
regress, and some beliefs simply cannot 
have sufficient evidence 


e “John Locke was entirely aware of this. It 
was his idea that some beliefs are certain; 
and beliefs that are certain, he thought, can 
properly be accepted in the basic way." 





The Two Types of Beliefs | 






• Non-Basic Beliefs. | | 
ins Warranted on the basis of Basic peters К: 
РЕ Acquired through induction Or deduction. 


• Basic Beliefs 
о Foundational 
o ` Incorrigible 
ш Certain . ' 
m Impossible to falsify dox 
о Self Evident | "ви 
ов 2+2 SANN 
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Classical Foundationalism - Summary 





1. There are basic beliefs which are either 
incorrigible or self-evident. 


2. АЦ other beliefs must be formed via deduction 
from these beliefs. 


3. Any other belief formed ts irrational. 





John Locke (wikimedia) 
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© Reality of the past | 

. Experiences 

Ё Existence of other minds 
• Self-defeating 
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Classical Foundationalism - Objections 





1. Circular 


2. Many beliefs about things like the past or other 
minds are impossible to argue strongly for. 


3. Infinite regresses of deductive beliefs can occur. 





John Locke (wikimedia) 
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А ` Classical ` EE | | Knowledge, Basic kW How does Christianity Does God provide a 
Foundationalism, E Beliefs, and Reformed | fit the mode? . — good foundation? 


- Evidentialism, and De. | Epistemology 
Jure,Objections. | | pm 


If not Classical Foundationalism, then what? | 





Plantinga Lodges two major — to classical | 
foundationalism 


1. There is a wide array of pelican we take to be 
basic but are neither incorrigible nor 
self-evident (e.g. existence of other minds, 
reality of the past, uniformity of nature). 


2. The core maxim of classical foundationalism is 
itself, neither incorrigible nor self-evident, 
thus, foundationalism is self-refuting. 





Proper Functionalism 





-Questions to be answered © dii. 


. What does it mean to be rational? — 


BROWN | 








What is knowledge? : У SETTE Warrant 
W hatis a justified or warranted belief? T NI 
~ How do we determine If a basic belief is | ii 
warranted? | ШЙ 
Alvin Plantinga 
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Beliefs and Warrant 





^ Knowledge 





Rational 


Belief 
Belief 





Beliefs and Warrant 





э у а Knowledge 








Belief 





Rational 


Belief 









Crite ria | for W - rra nted — 


> 5 belief that Pi is warranted if апа only = at thet time S forms the belief | 
that Р, | 


ios оаа faculties are певамо properly, 
| 2. EIS cognitive environment E sufficiently similar to the one for. 
which S's cognitive faculties are designed, : | | 
· 3; The design plan that SSEL the m of beliefs is aimed at 
. producing true belief, and | | Б КА 
| 4. · The design plan is а good one such that there is a high кй н 3 
(ог objective) probability that a belief produced under these 


| conditions will be true. 
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Analogy: Mind as Machine 


Proper function — Working Correctly 
Right environment — In the Air 


Design plan aimed at truth — Supposed to fly 


NE ылда 


Design plan is good at getting to truth — Good at Flying 








Joseph Kim, Reformed Epistemology and the Problem of Religious Diversity: Proper Function, Epistemic Disagreement, and Christian Exclusivism (Eugene, OR: Pickwick Publications, 2011) 
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p ` Classical ` bod И | Knowledge, Basic | | How does Christianity Does God provide a 
Foundationalism, . A Beliefs, and Reformed  - fit the model? . В good foundation? 


- Evidentialism, and De. MUN Epistemology 
Jure,Objections. | | pm 








Case Study 





Now that we have a model of epistemology how 


do we apply it? 


1. Choose a Basic Belief 
2. Determine the parameters for Warrant 


3. Evaluate if the belief is Warranted 











. What do Naturalists believe? TNR | 
There i is no such person as God ОГ. anything like % 
God "9 жа | " 


70 


шіні of cognition 
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4 Evolutionary processes formed the architecture 4 


‘Evolution i Е aimed at survival, riot truth. 










с. 


Conclusion: the design — isn t aimed a truth, 


SO... 











шау: 


bs бод exists, He has successfully designed Carols 
-cognitive faculties to where they would produce. a belief i іп. 
‚ God. 

This would make her belief properly basic : (sensus. 
divinitatis). 


бод! 5 existence pecomes immediately apparent. 
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The A/C Model 


| | 
по 09 


HOW TO KEEP ГНЕ ( 000: Ми й жч i 
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The AIC Model 





= Model set up ху Plantinga based off or the 

writings of Thomas Aquinas and John Calvin ~ 

е God created human beings with a belief 

| - producing process (sensus divinitatis) _ 

^e Sensus divinitatis works to produce beliefs. 

__ about God-- namely, his existence. | 

E This meets the PT discussed conditions 
-for warrant. | | 
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| Виї how does this a pply to Christi 





The Extended A/C Model 





e Claims that beliefs do not come by way of the 
sensus divinitatis, memory, perception, reason 
or testimony alone. 

e Rather, they come by way of the Holy Spirit. 


ө Holy Spirit enlightens truth, and gets us to 
accept the gospel. 
ө This does not breach the criteria for justified 
epistemic virtues. 
o Rational 
o Warranted 
e Therefore, Christian belief is properly basic. 
e This leads to faith 
” 











What is Faith? 


"Produced by the. internal instigation of the Holy | 

Spirit 

` Knowledge of a certain and ЕЕ Mira 

о Subject is (if true) of stunning — 

. utterly unmatched. 

о · Known by way of extraordinary- connie 

. . process or belief- producing process. У 
much like шы or perception). 





“Now 206 15 the assurance of things hoped Un the. 
conviction of things not seen." -Hebrews ел ids 


К. | Notice. similarities? Theism Case Study 
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Case Study: Christianity 





ө Why is there a need for it if the Holy Spirit 
does all the work? 

e IIHS + Scripture = Faith-producing Process 

ө Through Scripture, the Holy Spirit seals his 


Word upon our hearts. This aligns our 
affections and thoughts with that of God. 
o Hatred for sin 
o Sanctification 
When we cry, "Abba! Father!” it is the Spirit himself bearing witness with our 
spirit that we are children of God, and if children, then heirs, heirs of God and 
fellow heirs with Christ, provided we suffer with him in order that we may also 
be glorified with him. - Romans 8:15-18 
A 
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EJ  Defeaters. | T 
o Plantinga believes if there i isa rational 
defeater for Christianity, then, | 
: epistemologically, It 15 — € 
continue believing. | 
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Wrap-up (Conclusions) 





Objections to the rationality of Christian belief — 
cannot be so easily distanced from the truth S 
of those beliefs. If Christianity is true, then 
there are certain metaphysical implications 
that can confer warrant independent of 
evidence. So, any objection to Christianity’s 
rationality will need to be accompanied by an 
independent argument for the falsity of 
Christianity. 








you are like a 
little baby 
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Proper 
Function 


Alvin Plantinga 


Religious 
Epistemology 
Tyler D. McNabb 


Updated (2018), concise (50 
pages), technical defense of 
proper functionalism & 
reformed epistemology. 


Warranted 
Christian 





Alvin Plantinga 


JOURNAL OF PHILOSOPHICAL RESEARCH 
VOLUME XX, 1995 


WHAT'S THE QUESTION? 


ALVIN PLANTINGA 
UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME 





ABSTRACT: Two kinds of critical questions have been asked 
about the propriety or rightness of Christian beliefs The first is 
the de facto question: is Christian belief true? The second is the 
de jure question: is it rational, or reasonable, or intellectually 
acceptable, or rationally justifiable? This second question is 
much harder to locate than you'd guess from looking at the 
literature. In “Perceiving God” William Alston suggests that the 
(or a) right question here is the question of "the practical ration- 

|" construed as he construes it. I argue that the question is 
ambiguous: and one of the disambiguees is too easy to answer, 
while the other is such that its answer is really irrelevant to any 
sensible version of the de jure question. I conclude by venturing. 
э suggestion as to what a sensible de jure question might be. 














t least two kinds of critical questions have been raised about the propriety 
or rightness of Christian belief. On the one hand, there are those who argue that 
the beliefs Christians typically hold are false or unlikely: it is at best unlikely 
that there is such a person as God, or that, if there is, He was incarnate in Christ 
Jesus. Here typical arguments would include the argument from evil, ће argu- 
ment that there couldn't be a person without a body, the argument that science, 
or scientific method or perhaps something else lurking in the neighborhood has 
somehow shown or suggested that there is no such person as God, and so on. 
Since this question is about the truth of Christian belief, we may call it the de 


{facto question. On the other hand, there is the question of the sensibility, or 
reasonability, or justification or rationality, or to combine those last two, the 
rational justification of Christian belief. Christian belief may be true and it 
may be false. But even if it happens to be true, so the critics say, there are 
serious questions as to whether it is rational or rationally justified to accept it. 
Defenders of Christian belief respond to the objections, and the result has been 
an impressive number of books and articles.! Here perhaps the most prominent 








Warrant Trilogy 
Alvin Plantinga 


Plantinga’s magisterial work on 
reformed epistemology. Survey 
Belief of contemporary accounts of 
warrant (WCD), outline & 
defense of proper functionalism 
(WPF), and application to 
Christianity (WCB) 


What's the 
Question? 
Alvin Plantinga 


Plantinga’s seminal article on 


de jure objections. 


“What's The Question?” Journal 
of Philosophical Research 


20:19-43. 


ALVIN PLANTINGA 


Is Belief in God Properly Basic? 


ALVIN PLANTINGA 


CALVIN COLLFGE 


Many philosophers have urged the evidentialist objection to theistic 
belief; they have argued that belief in God is irrational or unreasonable 
or not rationally acceptable or intellectually irresponsible or noetically 
substandard, because, as they say, there is insufficient evidence for it." 
Many other philosophers and theologians—in particular, those in the 
great tradition of natural theology—have claimed that belief in God is 
intellectually acceptable, but only because the fact is there is sufficient 
evidence for it. These two groups unite in holding that theistic belief is 
rationally acceptable only if there is sufficient evidence for it. More 
exactly, they hold that a person is rational or reasonable in accepting 
theistic belief only if she has sufficient evidence for it—only if, that is, 
she knows or rationally believes some other propositions which support 
the one in question, and believes the latter on the basis of the former. In 
[4] L argued that the evidentialist objection is rooted in classical founda- 
tionalism, an enormously popular picture or total way of looking at 
faith, knowledge, justified belief, rationality and allied topics. This 
picture has been widely accepted ever since the days of Plato and 
Aristotle; its near relatives, perhaps, remain the dominant ways of 
thinking about these topics. We may think of the classical founda- 
tionalist as beginning with the observation that some of one’s beliefs 
may be based upon others; it may be that there are a pair of propositions 
A and B such that I believe A on the basis of B. Although this relation isn't 
easy to characterize in a revealing and non-trivial fashion, it is nonethe- 
less familiar. 1 believe that the word ‘umbrageous’ is spelled 
u-m-b-r-a-g-e-o-u-s: this belief is based on another belief of mine: the 
belief that that's how the dictionary says it's spelled. 1 believe that 72 x 
71 = 5112. This belief is based upon several other beliefs I hold: that 1 

-72;7x2-14;7 x 7 = 49; 49 + 1 = 50; and others. Some of my 
beliefs, however, I accept but don't accept on the basis of any other 
beliefs. Call these beliefs basic. I believe that 2 + 1 = 3, for example, and 
don't believe it on the basis of other propositions. I also believe that I 
am seated at my desk, and that there is a mild pain in my right knee 
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Knowledge & 
Christian Belief 
Alvin Plantinga 


Popular level distillation of the 
Warrant trilogy (144 pages) 


Is Belief in God 
Properly Basic? 
Alvin Plantinga 


Plantinga’s seminal article on 
Reformed epistemology. 


"Is Belief in God Properly 
Basic?" Nods 15, no. 1 (1981): 
41-51. doi:10.2307/2215239. 


